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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-5, 7-8, 10-11, 13-19, and 23-26 have been examined. 
This action is made Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5,7, 10-11, 13-18, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent No. 4,831,512 of Nakai et al. referred hereinafter "Nakai" in view 
of US Patent No. 5,544,077 of Hershey. 

In regards to claim 1, Nakai discloses: 

generating an active message for processing by the active processor domain (see column 
2 lines 40-45 and column 5 lines 19-23); 

generating a modified active message by providing an active time indicator associated 
with the active message for each of the plurality of active processes (see column 2 lines 63-66 
and column 5 lines 19-23); and 

generating a statistical characteristic for the modified active message (see column 6 lines 

45-55); 

However, Nakai fails to disclose: 
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generating a stand-by message for processing in a stand-by processor domain, the stand- 
by processor domain comprising a plurality of stand-by processes; 

generating a modified stand-by message by providing a stand-by time indicator for at 
least one process of the plurality of stand-by processes in the stand-by domain. 

based on the statistical characteristic, interchanging the stand-by processor domain with 
the active processor domain. 

Hershey discloses a standby running the same program as the primary (see column 2 lines 
30-45). Nakai disclose generating a message for processing in a processor domain, the processor 
domain comprising a plurality of processes (see column 2 lines 63-66 and column 5 lines 19-23) 
and generating a modified message by providing a time indicator for at least one process of the 
plurality of processes in the domain (see column 2 lines 63-66 and column 5 lines 19-23). If 
Nakai discloses a standby running the same program as the primary, as per teaching of Hershey, 
then Nakai in view of Hershey discloses generating a stand-by message for processing in a stand- 
by processor domain, the stand-by processor domain comprising a plurality of stand-by 
processes and generating a modified stand-by message by providing a stand-by time indicator for 
at least one process of the plurality of stand-by processes in the stand-by domain. Furthermore, 
Nakai discloses generating a statistical characteristic to determine an error (see column 6 lines 
45-55) and Hershey discloses wherein if the standby senses the primary failing, the standby is 
switchover to perform the functions of the primary (see column 2 lines 30-45), thus indicating 
based on the statistical characteristic, interchanging the stand-by processor domain with the 
active processor domain. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teachings of Nakai to have a standby running the same programs as the 
primary or active, wherein if the standby senses the primary failing, the standby is switchover to 
perform the functions of the primary. A person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made would have been motivated because Nakai discloses detecting errors or fault 
(see column 6 lines 20-30), and having a standby, as per teachings of Hershey, allows for 
continued processing in the event of failure of the primary or active (see column 2 lines 40-45). 

In regards to claim 2, Nakai discloses: 

the step of determining astatus of the active processor domain in response to the active 
time indicator (see column 6 lines 20-58). 

In regards to claim 3, Nakai discloses: 

wherein a respective active time indicator is associated with each process of the plurality 
of processes, and wherein the step of determining the status of the active processor domain is 
responsive to more than one of the active time indicators (see column 4 lines 1-8 and column 6 
lines 20-58). 

In regards to claim 4, Nakai discloses: 

wherein the active time indicator comprises a time-stamp indicating the time the at least 
one process completed processing the active message (see column 4 lines 35-40). 
In regards to claim 5, Nakai discloses: 

wherein the active time indicator comprises a time-stamp indicating the time elapsed 
while the at least one process processed the active message (see column 6 lines 34-40). 
In regards to claim 7, Nakai discloses: 
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wherein the step of determining the statistical characteristic comprises generating a time 
average of the duration of the at least one process of the plurality of processes for a plurality of 
active messages (see column 6 lines 45-55). 

In regards to claim 10, Hershey discloses a standby that runs the same programs as the 
primary or active (see column 2 lines 30-45). Since Nakai discloses determining the status of the 
active processor domain is responsive to the active time indicator, Nakai in view of Hershey 
discloses determining the status of the stand-by processor domain is responsive to the stand-by 
time indicator. 

In regards to claim 11, Hershey discloses a standby that runs the same programs as the 
primary or active (see column 2 lines 30-45). Since Nakai discloses wherein a respective active 
time indicator is associated with each process of the plurality of processes, and wherein the step 
of determining the status of the active processor domain is responsive to at least two of the active 
time indicators (see column 4 lines 1-8 and column 6 lines 20-30), Nakai in view of Hershey 
discloses a respective stand-by time indicator is associated with each process of the plurality of 
stand-by processes of the stand-by domain and the step of determining the status of the stand-by 
processor domain is responsive to at least two of the stand-by time indicators. 

In regards to claim 13, Nakai discloses: 

an active processor domain, the active processor domain having at least one active 
processor, the at least one active processor executing at least one active process, the at least one 
active process receiving an active message and generating a modified active message in response 
thereto (see figure 2 and column 2 lines 63-66 and column 5 lines 19-23); 
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an active time-stamp mechanism in communication with the at least one active process 
and for providing an active time indicator for each of the at least one active processor for use in 
generation of the modified active message (see column 2 lines 63-66 and column 5 lines 19-23); 

However, Nakai fails to disclose: 

a stand-by processor domain, the stand-by processor domain having at least one 
processor, the at least one processor executing at least one stand-by process, the at least one 
stand-by process receiving a stand-by message and generating a modified stand-by message in 
response thereto, 

a stand-by time-stamp mechanism in communication with the at least one stand-by 
process and for providing a stand-by time indicator for use in generation of the modified stand- 
by message. 

a redundancy manager in communication with the active processor domain and the stand- 
by processor domain, the redundancy manager interchanging, based on a statistical characteristic 
for the modified active message, the active processor domain with the stand-by processor 
domain 

Hershey discloses a standby running the same program as the primary (see column 2 lines 
30-45). Nakai disclose a processor domain, the processor domain having at least one processor, 
the at least one processor executing at least one process, the at least one process receiving a 
message and generating a modified message in response thereto (see figure 2 and column 2 lines 
63-66 and column 5 lines 19-23) and a time-stamp mechanism in communication with the at 
least one process and for providing a time indicator for use in generation of the modified 
message (see column 2 lines 63-66 and column 5 lines 19-23). If Nakai discloses a standby 
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running the same program as the primary, as per teaching of Hershey, Nakai in view of Hershey 
discloses a stand-by processor domain, the stand-by processor domain having at least one 
processor, the at least one processor executing at least one stand-by process, the at least one 
stand-by process receiving a stand-by message and generating a modified stand-by message in 
response thereto and a stand-by time-stamp mechanism in communication with the at least one 
stand-by process and for providing a stand-by time indicator for use in generation of the 
modified stand-by message. Furthermore, Nakai discloses generating a statistical characteristic to 
determine an error (see column 6 lines 45-55) and Hershey discloses wherein if the standby 
senses the primary failing, the standby is switchover to perform the functions of the primary (see 
column 2 lines 30-45), thus indicating a redundancy manager in communication with the active 
processor domain and the stand-by processor domain, the redundancy manager interchanging, 
based on a statistical characteristic for the modified active message, the active processor domain 
with the stand-by processor domain. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teachings of Nakai to have a standby running the same programs as the 
primary or active, wherein if the standby senses the primary failing, the standby is switchover to 
perform the functions of the primary. A person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made would have been motivated because Nakai discloses detecting errors or fault 
(see column 6 lines 20-30), and having a standby, as per teachings of Hershey, allows for 
continued processing in the event of failure of the primary or active (see column 2 lines 40-45). 

In regards to claim 14, Nakai discloses: 
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wherein the redundancy manager determines a status of the active processor domain in 
response to the active time indicator (see column 6 lines 20-58). 
In regards to claim 15, Nakai discloses 

wherein the active time indicator comprises a time-stamp indicating a time at which the at 
least one process completes processing the active message (see column 4 lines 35-40). 
In regards to claim 16, Nakai discloses 

wherein the active time indicator comprises a time-stamp indicating the time elapsed 
while the at least one active processor processes the active message (see column 6 lines 34-40) 
In regards to claim 17, Nakai discloses 

wherein the redundancy manager determines the status of the active processor domain in 
response to the statistical characteristic (see column 6 lines 45-55). 
In regards to claim 18, Nakai discloses 

wherein the statistical characteristic comprises a time average of the duration of the at 
least one active process (see column 6 lines 45-55). 
In regards to claim 25, Nakai discloses 

comparing the statistical characteristic to a predetermined threshold value (see column 6 
lines 45-55). 

Claims 8 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nakai in 
view of Hershey and in further view of US Patent No. 6,073,089 of Baker et al. referred 
hereinafter "Baker". 

In regards to claim 8, Nakai in view of Hershey fails to explicitly disclose: 
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wherein the statistical characteristic comprise a standard deviation from the time average. 
Baker discloses using standard deviation to detect faults or errors (see column 4 lines 15- 

33). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made wherein the statistical characteristic comprises a standard deviation from the time 
average. A person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have been 
motivated because Nakai discloses determining an error or fault (see column 6 lines 20-30), and 
standard deviation, as per teaching of Baker, is known and used method to indicate an error or 
fault (see column 4 lines 15-33). 

In regards to claim 19, Nakai in view of Hershey fails to explicitly disclose: 

wherein the statistical characteristic comprise a standard deviation of the duration of the 
at least one active process. 

Baker discloses using standard deviation to detect faults or errors (see column 4 lines 15- 

33). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made wherein the statistical characteristic comprises a standard deviation from the time 
average. A person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have been 
motivated because Nakai discloses determining an error or fault (see column 6 lines 20-30), and 
standard deviation, as per teaching of Baker, is known and used method to indicate an error or 
fault (see column 4 lines 15-33). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 23, 24, and 26 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed July 13, 2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
deemed to be persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument to rejection of Claim 1 under 103 on bottom of page 
6 which cites "Nakai discloses a plurality of processors (see column 5, line 16) and processes 
("programs", see column 5, line 17). Therefore, Nakai would have to provide time stamps for 
each of the plurality of processors or processes to teach or suggest the limitation in claim 1 noted 
above. However, Nakai discloses adding only one time stamp ("TS 1" see column 5, lines 24-36) 
for each message. Nakai teaches eliminating message redundancy based on the single time stamp 
in each message. Nakai does not teach or suggest "... providing an active time indicator ... for 
each of the plurality of active processes ..." Furthermore, nowhere in Hershey is there any 
teaching or suggestion for modifying an active message by providing an active time indicator. 
Therefore, Applicant submits that Nakai and Hershey, alone or in combination, fail to teach or 
suggest the elements of the claimed invention," and applicant's argument to rejection of Claim 
13 under 103 on page 10 which cites "As noted earlier, neither Nakai nor Hershey teach or 
suggest providing an active time indicator for each of the at least one active processor," examiner 
respectfully disagrees. 
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Nakai discloses a plurality of processors that have application programs stored therein 
that executes processes (see column 5 lines 15-18 and 25-26), indicating a plurality of active 
processes. Nakai further discloses processor 1 1 generating a message adding a timestamp TS, 
indicating an active time indicator, to the data (see column 5 lines 19-23). This modified 
message is received by processors 12 and 13 5 whose programs execute processes that creates a 
modified message including timestamp TS1 (see column 5 lines 24-34). As each process creates 
a modified messages including a timestamp or active time indicator, Nakia discloses generating a 
modified active message by providing an active time indicator for each of the plurality of active 
processes. Argument is moot. Examiner maintains his rejection. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references 
(see page 7-9 of Remarks), the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where 
there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re 
Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 
USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made would have been motivated to combine the teachings because Nakai 
discloses detecting errors or fault (see column 6 lines 20-30), and having a standby, as per 
teachings of Hershey, allows for continued processing in the event of failure of the primary or 
active (see column 2 lines 40-45). 

In response to applicant's argument to rejection of Claim 13 under 103 on page 10 which 
cites "Nakai does not teach any stand-by processor and also teaches away from redundant 
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messages, Consequently, Nakai does not teach or suggest any redundancy manager capable of 
interchanging the active processor domain with the standby-processor domain. Additionally, 
Hershey does not teach a redundancy manager and therefore fails to fill the gap," examiner 
respectfully disagrees. 

Hershey discloses a standby running the same program as the primary (see column 2 lines 
30-45). Hershey also discloses if the standby senses an error in the primary, the standby is 
switchover to perform the functions of the primary (see column 2 lines 30-45), thus indicating a 
redundancy manager capable of interchanging the stand-by processor domain with the active 
processor domain. Argument is moot. Examiner maintains his rejection. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Emerson C. Puente whose telephone number is (571) 272-3652. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert W. Beausoliel can be reached on (571) 272-3645. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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